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PREFACE 


LV all ages when a great genius has 

appeared, there have not been want- 
ing invidious Critics and Detra&ors to 
Joil the luftre of their WriLings, Or even 
deprive them of their juft property in 
their own produttions. Was antiquity 
fillent, our own times would furnifh us 
with examples. Their mean affiduity 
and alertne/s would wreft Mr Pope’s 
Effays from him, and falfely infinuate 
that Mr Addifon’s Cato was but a co- 
py, and that 


‘Garth did not write his own Difpenfary, 


Virgil Aas his Macrobius, Bavius, Me- 
vius ; Homer Ais Zoilus ; and both, their 
French Critics. Milton would nor be 
equal to thofe great authors in every 
_ refpett, was he not attack d with equal 
ENVY. | 
Dr. Bentley’s attempt was to wipe 
away the (uppoted) defeés of Paradife 
Loft, du¢ Mr Lauder’s / wut I mention 


- 
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him with that learned critic?) to blot 
and daub it with detrattion. The Cri- 
tic’s endeavour was more generous, as 
it proceeded from an efteem for the Po- 
et; the Detractor’s bale and ungene- 
rous, as it is tainted with rancour, [pleen 
and envy. Mean offcious zeal to ftrip 
the deferved laurel from his own coun~ 
tryman, to grace the brows of a few ob- 
{cure foreigners | Was it for this, that 
their works have engroffed his attention 
for thefe* feven years paft ; that 
—— He fill’d his head 
With all fuch reading as was never read ? 


If it was for this end---’Tis no wonder 
that the liad and FEneid. were negleét- 
ed; for thofe noble works would have 
taught him to commend, wot accufe 


the beft of poets. 
But it may be faid, 


Non tali auxilio, nec defenforibus iftig 
‘Tempus eget. —— 


L have not the vanity to think that the 


fol 


* Gent. Mag. Aug. p. 364 D. 
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following Letters are q perfedt vindi- 


cation of Milton; many arguments might 
be alleds’d, which may have efcaped my 
obfervation; many proofs brought, which 
may be beyond the /phere of my reading. 
Lhey were only intended to excite the ad~ 
mtrers of our author to exer} them/felves in 
bis caufe. But as none have given a 
particular anfwer to all the charges that 
Mr Lauder has brought againft the Po- 
et, and as he has declined bis future 
charges, I think it is highly neceffary to 
examine the validity of what he ha; af~ 
Jerted already, lef} he foould imagine 
what he has alledg d, unanfwerable, 

As my firft letter (which was pub- 
Lif'd in the Gentleman’s Magazine for 
July af) has met with Opprobation froms 
the learned, I was encouraged to pro- 
ceed in the further Vindication of Mil- 
ton againft Mr Lauder. My Second 
Letter was fcarce Jinifbed, before Mr 
Lauder’s anfwer zo the Jif, obliged me 
aot only to defend Milton, bur myfelf, 

Thefe Letters were wrote at Several 


times, 


iV BREF AGE, 
times, and intended to be inferted occa- 
fronally in the Gentleman’s Magazine ; 
but as they are at length become a work 
roo large for Mr Urban’s monthly col- 
lefion, they now appear (what F little 
expected) in a pamphlet. 

If any thing in this attempt may tend 
to illuftrate any part of Paradife Loft, 
or vindicate its great Author, I fhall 
think my time well beftowed. If thro 
inadvertency or inexperience (the com- 
mon frailty of humanity) I have fallen 
into any error, I hope the good intent 
will compenfate for the detetts; for I do 
not accule but defend the greateft poet 
of our nation. And if I am fometimes 
a little fevere with my opponent, I muft 
defire the reader to confider that I am en- 
gaged in the Vindication of MILTON. 
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MILTON, &c. 
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Harapha.| ——- Thou’rt a revolter and a robber. 
Samfon.| ‘Tongue-doughty giant, how doft thou 
prove me thefe ? 
Milton’s Samfon Agonittes. 
Mr Urzan, 


€XNOME time has elapfed fince your corre- 

~ {pondent, Mr Lauder, firtt ey. his 
wonderful E/fay on Milton’s Inutation of 
the Moderns. I deferr’d giving you my | orivate 
thoughts on it, both in expectation of feeing 
his arguments particularh refuted by a more 
able hand, and in hopes of your correfj pond. 
ent’s fulfil ing his promife to juftity his affer- 
tions more largely in a pamphlet *; which he 
has declin’d, and for his own ctr reclit I would 
have him lamin! unlefs he brings better fpect- 
mens, than he eat in the Magazine for fanua- 
ry, p. 24, April, p. 189, or more candid affer- 

B 


“Hons 


* See Gent. Mag. Vol. xvii. p. 82, 
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tions than in that of February, p. 82. I fhall 
at prefent only confider the former ; and if this 
meets with apnrobation, fhall give you my 
thoughts on his further charges againft Mz/ton. 
Before we examine the particular paflages of 
the two poems of Milton and Mafenius, I think 
it would not be improper to confider them in 
general, ‘That of Ma/enius was publith’d (ac- 
cording to ‘fandary Magazine, p, 2.) in the year 
1664, or 1661, and Paradife Loft m 1667, 
end fhewn as aCtually finifhed in 1665*. And 
tis agreed by all, that this divine poem was 
wrote between the year 1665, and the year of 
his blindnefs 1650; and that he had long be- 
fore chofe the Fall of Man for his fubject, 1s 
plain from the plans of his hand-writing in 
Trinity College library, and from his own words; 


tome ooss 


This fubject for heroic fong 
Pleas’d me long chufing, and beginning late, 
Par! Loft, Bix. 0.72 5. 


From.hence it clearly appears that M/z/ton’s 
poem was at leaft degun before that of Ma/e- 
mius was publife'd; which is fufficient for our 
prefent purpote, for the paflages in queftion are 
in the degnning of the poems of their refpec- 
tive authors. /Nor, in my opinion, 1s Mz/ton 
more indebted to. Ma/enzys for-his plan (which 
to me feems to be wzdely different, confidering , 


their fubject was the fame) than for the begin- 
ning of his poem,—Befides, it feems wonder- 
ful 


Tatler ke sestariesaioee fe a) ies ae 
}O} a8 6a icnaraion § if: é 0} Milton, p: CXfI. 
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ful to me, that from the yearin which Paradife 
Loft was publith’d to this time (which is 80 
years) no Bentley, no Hearne, no penetrating 
genius but Mr Lauder fhould be fo eagle-eye’d 
as to hit upon this rare difcover'y ; and, efpecially 
at the time when Mafenius was extant, when 
Milton was expos’d to * darknefS and evil 
tongues, that no public enemy fhould: brand 
him with plagiarifm., | 
But before I come fo particulars, I muft ob- 
ferve, that Virgi/ himfelf was not free from the 
like calumnies,  Macrobius pofitively taxes 
that moft noble poet with having tranflated, 
almoft word for word, the whole 2d book of 
the Aineas from Pifander+, and the 4th from 
Apollonius Rhodius 5... which invidious calumny 
4 Dr Trapp has proved to be abfolutely falfe, 
And, I think, we may juftly apply Mr Vol. 
faire’s words in the defence of Virgil to the 
vindication of our much injur’d poet Milton |}, 
** ‘That the only anfwer which is to be made 
“* to fuch difcoveries, is, that fuch works are 
** too 
* Paradife Loft, B. vii.. v. 25. 
t * Everfionem Troje, cum Sinone fuo, & equo ligneo, 
‘ ceterifque omnibus quz librum fecundum) faciunt, ‘a Pi- 
« fandro pene ad verbum tranferipferit.’ 
Saturn. Libs v. Cap. Be 
4. © De Argonauticorum quarto, quorum fcriptor eftA pol- 
€ lonius,, “brum Asneidos fuze totum peite formaverit. 
Saturnal. Lib v. Cap. 17, 
t In his note to B. ti. v.16. of the Aneid. See like- 
wile his note to B. iii. v. 719. 
| Eflay on the Epic poetry of the European nations. 
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« to0 ereat mafter-pieces of art to be but co- 
Cpies.* 

Let us now confider the particular paflages 
of the two poets, and firft the propofition : 
What that is, will be beft known by confulting 


the following verfes of Vida. 


Veftibulum ante ipfum, primoque in limine femper 
Prudentes leviter rerum faftigia fumma 

Libant, €8 parcis attingunt omnia dtétis 

Que canere flatuere.——— Lib. u. 


This as a rule the nobleft bards efteem, 
‘To touch at firft in gen’ral on the theme 5 
To hint at all the fubject in a line, 
, And draw in miniature the whole defign. 
Mr Pitt’s Tranflation. 
If then the propofition is a fhort fketch of 
the contents of the whole poem, or the poem 
in miniature; and as Milton and Majfenius 
wrote on the very fame fubject, how is it pofii- 
ble, unlefs they deviated from the true rules of 
poetry (and Mz/ton was too great a judge to do 
{o) that there fhould not be fome fimilitude in 
their thoughts? But if the impartial reader 
carefully compares the beginning of the two 
poems, he will find that nothing could be more 
wide and different than their manner of ex- 
preffion, confidering the thought and fubject 
were common to them both; and will agree 
with your judicious correfpondent, p. 68 B. 
« "That if Mc/ton had ever feen Mafemius, and 
“ in any fort attempted to borrow from him, 
‘« his poem would neither have been the fame, 
** nor 


See eee 
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“ nor fo good as it is.” Mafenius, in his pros 
pofition, neither mentions the forbidden fruit, 
nor the /o/s of Paradife, which (according to 
his marginal heads) he ought to have done, as 
they are conftituent parts of his poem; thefe 
Milton judicioufly inferts in his propofition, and 
adds, z/l one greater man, Sc, of which there 
is not fo much as a thought in Ma/enius. 


Que cithare quondam nervos, artemque regebas 


Tehiade, &e. Masentvs. 


——— Didft infpire 
That fhepherd, &c. Mi.Ton. 


Either thefe paflages are not parallel, or that 
Shepherd, i.e. Mofes, mult be David. Here 
is another inftance of M/ton’s judgment (who 
intended to fing 


In the beginning how the heav’ns and earth 
SD 
Rofe out of Chaos.——) 


to mention Mofes, who relates how ‘In the 
“ beginning God created the heaven and the 
“ earth,’’ and whofe fteps he intended to fol- 
low in his fublime defcription of the creation. 
Wasl of MrLauder’s clan, I fhould ratherthink 
that Cow/ey, in the beginning of his Davidzis, 
has copied this laft fentence of Majfenius, ra- 
ther than Mz/fon., 

Non mibi Pieridum lympbe, Cirrheeque receffus, Ec. 
Unfortunately for himfelf, unfortunately for his 


beloved author, does this gentleman quote this 


Samy 
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place ; for there is not a‘fyllable like it ia DG? 
ton, And now Majenus bimfelf mutt be taxed 
with zmitating the moderns, for it very much 
refembles the following lines of Ca/par Bar-~ 
leus*. 

Cyrrha vale, Phoebique domus, non Caftalis aMniss 


Non levat ipfa meam Phocidos unda fitim 
Tu mibi, Calliope, &c. 


But here Mafenius thall have a more candid 
treatment from me than Mz/ton has met with 
lately ; for I cannot perfuade myfelf to hold 
this maxim, “ That no body muft pretend to 
“« write any thing of 47s own, becaufe another 
«¢ has wrote before him.” 

As Mafenius and Milton were-both chriftian 
poets, and their fubject founded on the fame 
parts of holy writ, ’twas neceflary that they 
fhould invoke that fpirit which dire@ed the 
divine pen-man. M/ton’s great judgment in 
this cafe has already been mentioned. : 

The foregoing arguments on the propofition 
will ferve in general for the zzvocation. What 
now deferves our more particular confideration 
are thefe pafiages : 

+ Onitia namque 

Te duétrice patent ; rerumque occulta tueris. 

Prima opifex, nofire {pectatrix prima ruina | 
MaseEnrvs. 
Inftruct me, for thou know’? ; thou from the firtt 
W aft prefent.———— Mi.ton. 
Thefe I confels to-be parallel, tho’ not imitated 
from 
* P. 338. Edit. Elzevir, 4una 3 
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from Mafenius, who, with Milton, clofely fol- 
lows the fteps of Homer. 


“Y sis yao ®éezi é¢¢, TIAPESTE +: 7ISTE ve 

ITA’NTA. Thad, V1. 485, 
— And with mighty wings outfpread 

Dovelike fat’ft brooding on the vaft abyfs, 

And mad’ft it pregnant.—— 
T cannot pafs over thefe beautiful lines (tho’ 
fomewhat foreign to our purpofe) which may 
be overlook’d by an ordinary reader. The poet 
here alludes to the 3d chapter,’ ver. 22, of St 
Luke, where the holy fpirit is reprefented in a 
bodily appearance, annexing the idea of brood- 
ing, which is imply’d in that expreffive word 
of Mofes, nara, * which our tranflation ren- 
ders mov'd. Is this too zmitated from Mafeni- 
us? Orrather, has that Jefuit three verfes in 
his whole poem equal to thefe in Mz/ton, fo 
noble, yet clear; fo fimple, yet learned and e- 
Jegant * 

Audicr 2 En facili raptor per inane volatu, €8c. 

| MaseEnivs. 

This paffage, fays Mr Lauder, Miltcen has 
pafs’d over; and, I think, ’twas neceffary he 
fhould; fince Ma/enius is now got above the 
clouds, and confequently out of fight, 


Lu mibi tantarum, &c. MAsENTUsS. 
Say firft, for heav’n, &e, Minton. 
If there is any thing parallel in thefe paflages, 

itis fo very /ettle, that the one can no more be 
thought 


* Gon. i. 2. 
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thought to be an imitation of the other, than 
Virgil's defcription of a horfe to be copied from 
‘fob. The fimilitude of thought arifes from 
the imitation of nature, which is the fame, and 
always will be fo; and that from the identity 
of the fubje&t, which was derived from the 
fame {tream of the holy fcriptures, as the can- 
did reader will find, by 1mpartially comparing 
the paflages of either poet. This and the fore- 
going reafons may be apply’d to vindicate our 
author from the laft charge of plagiarifm, zm 
copying in more places than one Mafenius’s de- 
{cription of Paradife. 1 with your correfpon- 
dent had pointed them out, and told us where 
they were copy’d in Paradife Loff; for there 
are many defcriptions of Paradife difpers’d 
thro’ the poem, fome of which confift of more 
than 100 lines. But Mz/fon, who had Homer 
almoft by heart, and comes, neareft to his ftyle 
of any poet, if he chofe to tranfplant any 
flowers into his Garden of Eden, would cer- 
tainly gather them from the gardens of Alci- 
vous, Which he almoft confeffes he has regarded, 
— Or where 

Alcinous reign’d, fruit of all kinds, €Pc. 


4 


Spot more delicious than thofe gardens feign’d, 

Or of reviv'd Adonis, or renown’d 

LUCINOUS. Parad, Loft. 1X. 439 

To crown the whole criticifm, 7.e. the 

hole i ive again{t Milton, Mr Lauder con-  , 
cludes, 
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cludes, That he that can imagine that Milton 
could have wrote as he had done, without ever 
seeing or hearing of Mafenius’s performance; 
may with equal reafon affert, that a limner may 
draw a man’s picture exactly like the original 
without ever feeing him : “That is, in plain Eng- 
lifh, Milton’s poem is exaétly like Mafenius’s: 
But if I may be allow’d the prefumption to 
oppofe my judgment againft fo great a critic’s 
authority, 1 would afk, Whether it is ftrange 
or abfurd to fuppofe, that two pictures by two 
different hands fhould have a general Izkenefs, 
which are drawn from the fame original ? 


I am, SIR, Yours, Ge. 
R; 
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With loads of learned lumber in his head ; 
With him moft authors fteal their works, or buy 3 
Garth did not write his own Difpenfary. 
Porz’s Effay on Critici{m: 
Mr Ursan; 
, R Addifon, who was not only a good 
| poet, but a judicious critic; after ha- 
ving pointed out fome lofty fentiments and da- 


ring flights of the great author of Paradife 
C Loft, 


ENS SE SE TE 


Loft, atiures his readers that he enter’d upon 
he impet rfetions of that divine poem, as a very 
ungrateful work : and by his own conduct and 


exam le {tr Spetaens his affertion,: “¢ That atrue 


‘© cies than RE eh to difcover ah con- 
<* cealed beauties of a writer, and communi- 
“< cate fuch things as are qwor th their obfervati- 
ae on,” Of what ufe then can Mr Lauder’s 
trivial charges againft Mz/ton be to the learned 
cae who endeavours by his unjuft aflertions 
to depreciz ate the writings of that noble author, 
who is an honour not only to our nation, but 
to mankind in general ? But his BSG Fee dag 
ger, tho’ levell’d at Mzlton’s reputation, a 
. ut fhort of its intended aim, and only make 
impreflion on the thallow judgments of a few 
half-read ‘wits s, who will greedily fwallow his 
, whilft men of candour and learning 
will eafily difcern the true modern critic, whofe 
nts are wholly turn fi upon detraction. 
ble was Mr Lauder of this, fo. con- 
e gall in his own breaft, that, to 
c conceal his defign, and make char ges more 
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palatable, very for ey, declares, “ that in or-' | 
sc donot prevent miftakes fe ‘milponltnGs: 
*< ons, he no way intended to derogate from 
“ the glory or merit of : nat noble poet,” Ge, 
(Gent. “Mas. Vols XVII. p. 24 A.) Buti in the 
fequel of his writin 1g5 heart {trangely for: gets him- 
felf, and is glad of any opportunity to’ leflen 
Milton’s 
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Milton's reputation. Mr Peek conjec- 
tures (and it is only a conjecture) that Mz/tor 
tranflated Buchanan’s Baptiftes; but Mr Lau- 
der wonderfully improves that hint, and heaps 
conjectures on conjectures. Mr Peck. thinks 
that Milton (who was of an afpiring genius) 
de figned to rival Shakefpear, and to be prince 
of the Exgl/b Drama, as he is of the Epic; 
and, to that intent, had form’d a defign of wri- 
ting thofe tr agedies which are > {pecitied in the 
papers of his own hand-writing in Trzity-col- 
fege library: But Mr ee with his ufual 
infallibility affirms, ‘* That they were only ti- 
‘Sitlesiak tragedies already written by learned 
‘© men in Latin verfe; I arrirm (fays he) 
‘“< that Milton’s Adam unparadifed was only a 
‘¢ tranflation of the Adamus Exul of Grotzus.” 
(Gent. Mag. p. 82.A).. But how can this 
gentleman AFFIRM fo pofitively this laft afler- 
tion ; for if Milton had intended merely to 
tranflate Grotius’s tragedy, why did he form /o 
many plans * of his Adam unparaaifed, and cor- 
rect them /o often? He could not be more pe- 
remptory if he had compar’d Mu: iton’s traze- 
dies (which were never yet in being, or if they 
-were, are loft) with thofe in Latin which bear 
the fame titles, But by good luck Samfon Ago- 
niftes (the only tragedy extant of Mz/ton’ 3) is 
among Mr Lauder’s catalogue, and which he 
fays is tranflated from Hieronymus Zieglerus. 
Now if he can prove this affertion (and what 
will 
* They may be feen in Peck’s memolrs of Milton. 
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will the world think of him if he :cannot ?) 
it will much ftrengthen his authority, and af- 
certain his conjectures... But to bring no better 
reafons than he has done, that M7/ton 1s:a fer- 
vile tranflator, becaufe others wrote before him 
on the fame fubjecis, is ftrange logic indeed ! 
This argument (if it be an argument) proves 
too much, as the logicians fay, and confequent 
ly nothing ; or, in other words, his charges are 
over-charg’d. For I may with equal reafon af- 
fert, that Lee’s and Dryden’s Oedipus is only a 
tranflation of Seneca, becaufe they wrote a tra- 
gedy on the fame fubjett; and that Sezeca’s 
Ocdipus is copied from Sophocles, becaufe that 
poet wrote the Oedipus Tyrannus before ; and 
*twould be a pretty compliment to Mr Thomp- 
fon to affirm that his tragedy of Agamemnon is 
but a copy, becaufe one of Seneca’s bears the 
fame title. Befides, Mr Lauder feems to be 
acquainted with Mz/ton’s natural genius and 
temper, better than Mz/ton was himfelf ; for he 
declares in his writings, ‘* That he never could 
** delight in /ong cztations, much lefs in whole 
‘ traduciions ; whether (fays he) it be natural 
‘ difpofition or education in me, or that my 
“* mother bore me a fpeaker of what Gop 
“¢ made mine own, and not a tranflator,”? ~ 
Milton mut be fond of tranflating indeed to 
employ himfelf with above 60 tragedies of o- 
ther poets, and a notorious plagiarift. to efpoufe 
them all for 47s own! 

As we have not Grotixs’ s tragedy entire, and 
as 


A 
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as Mr Lauder feems not to. have given us his 


full thoughts how much Mz/ton may be indebt-. 


ed to that learned. author, I thall defer. my 
thoughts on that fubject, and proceed to ano- 
ther work which he is pleas’ d to spemeon Mir 
A. Ramfay’s Poemata Sacra. G, Mag. y 189. 
Here this gentleman’s great zeal for th, he glory 
and merit of “Milton appears in full view. Tis 
aut viam invemamn aut faciam with him. He 
is not only very fedulgus to prove that the poe et 
has ftole from Ramfay, totidem fententzis, but 
will undertake with Peter* (who was.a rare 
critic at fich difcoveries) to. find him out fo¢7- 
dem verbis; and who knows but at length he 
will proceed, with his brother projector, to Zo~ 
fidem Syllabis, or €ven to totidem literis? ’Tis 
a pity the poor man fhould be fo hard driven for 
arguments, as to be obliged to aflert that J 
ton calls Adama man of clay, and fon oi Ge 
Jpight, becaule Ramfay alfo exprefled t 
‘* fame fentiments be fire bim.? His words: 
terre filius, and pulvere cretus, but where has 
hea word equivalent to fon of defpight im | 
Lauder’s quotation? But granting he has- 
Are we not inform’d by holy writ, that “Gop 
‘¢ formed man out of the duft of the ground : 
Gen, i. 7. Does: not the word oe, dam, 
from ‘nats Adamab, the earth, imply the fame? 
Are not the {criptures as open for Mz/ton as 


Rainfay ?—— + Son of defpight is a beau 


* Tale of a tub, + See Paradife Loft, B. I. 
ix. 189 and 653. 
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Hebraifm (I hope Mr Lauder will allow that 
Milton underftood Hebrew, tho’ he will f{carce 
allow him tobe an author), Thus, not to men- 
tion many other inftances in the facred wri- 
tings, the { /parks are called fons of the jire in 
“ob ; and || arrows the fons of the quiver, in 
the Lamentations of ‘feremiab in the original 
Hebrew. Agreeably to this, the day is called 
by Pindar, the child of the Sun. ‘This manner 
of expreflion the poets improved in their ficti- 
ons, and apply’d to characters in real life, Thus 
the heroes of antiquity, on account of fome 
perfonal qualifications, are faid to be the off- 
{pring of fome particular deity. Romulus, AL/- 
culapius, Aineas, Orpheus are the poetical fons 
of Mars, Apollo, Venus, and.Callope ; thus 
G. S.* who confeffes the mufes to be a little out of 
bis road, may properly be called a true fon of 
of Mr Lauder and the Goddels Credulity, — 
Mr Lauder had dealt more fairly with his rea- 
ders, if he had told them in what part of Mz/- 
ton’s poem man of clay, and fon of defpight 
were to be found, that they might compare it 
with his quotation, and thereby be more able 
“to judge and examine the truth of his afferti- 

on, 

t Fobv. 7. } Lament. iii. 13. 

* ‘This gentleman has fo great an efteem for Mr Lau- 
dey’s productions, and is fo well perfuaded of the truth of his 
affertions, as to conjecture that AZi/ton contracted the epide- 
mical difeafe of punning, or playing upon words, from Ma- 
fenius ! Gent. Mag. p. 202. But as I think I have proved 
that Parad. Lo/? was begun (and probably finifhed) before 


Mafenius was publith’d, his fuperftructure muft confe- 
quently fink with its foundation. 
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on. Thefe expreffions are in the fpeech of 
Satan, immediately before he enter’d into the 
Serpent, B. ix. v, 176. ‘The reader will fee 
their great propriety, by carefully confidering 
the whole {peech, and its particular circum- 
{tances (too long to be inferted here) but more 
efpecially thefe preceding verfes: 
——— Or, to /pite us more, 

Determin’d to advance into our room 

A creature form’d of earth, and him endow, 

Exalted from fo bafe original, 

With heav’nly fpoils ; our {poils.———— 

And immediately after, 
———= And, O indignity ! 

Subjected to his fervice angel-wings, 

And flaming minifters to watch and tend 

Their earthly charge-—-——. | 

I fhall not obtrude my thoughts on this fins 
{peech, nor defcant upon this noble repetition, 
occafion’d by Satan’s contempt of man’s earth- 
ly original, but hall only defire the reader to 
apply the 2oth feGtion of Longinus, and the 
11th fection of the sth Chap. of Mr Black- 
wall’s Introduction to the claffics. 

“ Milton ({ays Mr Lauder ) reprefents the de- 
“vil flattering Eve with lof appellations, fuch 
*< as fovereign of creatures! untverfal dame!’ &c, 
And what is the ftrong argument he produces 
to demonftrate that they cannot be Mi/fon’s 
own? Why, becaufe Ramfay has faid fome- 
what like it defore 


O terra pelagique potens! 8c; 


o rs? © 
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‘This Argument being fo infallible, fo vety 
eonvincing, and of which Mr Lauder is fo 
rery fond (and he had. need, fince it is really 
his only one) as to apply it to every congetiuré 
he produces, methinks it very much refem+ 
wicg.* Peter’s univerfal pickle, on the virtue 
vhich he fo much rely’d as to apply it to 
every thing indifferently, Silence beft fuits 
thefe trivial cavils, thefe meer word-batteries ; 
hilofopher confuted an impertinent ob- 


« . 72 6 
te ) 
Can Hick hast! 


section againft motion only by walking: 

“ro write a formal anfwer to it, would be as 
abfurd as difcharging a large cannon at a watp, 
if he had ever read old Chaucer's wife of 


Path’s tale, or had been half an hour among 
the ladies before he took up his pen, the learn< 
ed world would never have been indebted to 
him for this rare eriticifm. | 
Farth feltthe wound, fc. Par. Loff, B. ix.v.782. 
Farthtrembled fromher entrails, tc. P. lofi; B.1x. 
Tum celum inlabi, Se. RAMSAY. 
In the Latin verfes there is {earce a word of 


Ramfay’s own ; “tis a perfect cento from vari~ 
ous parts of the ZEncid. But Milton has caught 
fire from the Maniuan poet, and improv’d the 
blaze. 

= Prima & Tellus 8 pronuba Fano 

Dant ficnum 3 fulfere ignes S confcius ether 

Connubiis, fummoque ulularunt vertice nymphe. 


Aeneid. iv. 166. 
Ut 


* Tale of a Tub. 
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Ut fanéium peécius non hoc penetradile telo 
Viderit, &c. RAMSAY. 


——— With trac oblique 
At firft, as one who iought accefs, sc. Mitton. 


I fhall firft confider the circumftances of 
thefe fimilies ; MJz/fon applies it to the ferpent’s 
wreathings and oblique motions; Ram/ay to 
Satan tempting our Saviour. One would.there- 
fore be induc’d to think that if Mion had ever 
feen thefe lines of Ramfay, and intended to 
copy them, he would have inferted them in his 
Paradife Regain’d. But is it impoffible (efpe- 
cially in fimilies, which are the refemblances of 
one thing in fome of its modes to another) for 
two poets to have fome thoughts which bear 
a near refemblance? Is not this confirm’d 
by daily experience? Have not the heathen 
philofophers and hiftorians expreffions exaétly 
parallel to fome pafiages in holy writ? We 
have reafon to believe that fome of them might 
be taken from {cripture, but to affirm that they 
were all, would bea flagrant prefumption. But 
perhaps what has been faid will not fatisfy Mr 
Lauder, who is very apt to fufpect Melton. Let 
us therefore enquire whether there is any thing 
in the claflics fimilar to this paffage in Mz/ton. 
I was once inclined to think that Mc/ton had 
the fifth Aizezd in his view, where the thip of 


the unfortunate Sergeftus is compared to a fer- 
pent, 
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Neéxantem nodos, feque in fua membra plicantem. 
Tali REMIGIO navis fe tarda movebat. 


There are fome ftrokes in the beautiful de- 
{cription of a harmlefs ferpent gliding about 
the tomb of Anchifes, which bear a great afh- 
nity to Mz/ton’s, and might bring thefe verles 
of Virgil into-his mind; and as the motion 
and working of a fhip has been compar’d by 
Virgil to the motions of a ferpent, could not 
Milton apply it vice verfa ?— But after all 
I find M:/ton to be his own beft commentator ; 
within three lines of the fimilie are thefe te- 
markable words: 


or the God 

In Epidaurus. Par. Lop ax. 506. 
Here the poet points with his finger, as it 
were, to the 15th book of Ovid's Metamorpho- 
J's, where ’tis vifible to any one that the Eng- 
lifh poet has trac’d the Roman throughout the 
whole fable -of the transformation of 4 {cula- 
pius; and from the various circumftances of 
the fhip which carries into port the god in the 
ferpent (parallel to which is Satan in the fer- 
pent in Paradife Loft) has compofed this fine 
fimilie, and like the Phrygian king turns. all 

that he touches into gold. 

Lam, SIR, Yours, ec. 

HR: R: 


t Fate. 
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——— Falfe 
Conjectures, fancies, built on nothing firm. 
Parad. Regain d. 


R Lauder, in his * anfwer to my firft 
L' defence of Milton, has been pleas’d to 
charge me with wilful prevarication. I think 
it therefore incumbent on me to vindicate my- 
felf from this imputation, left the reader fhould 
be byafled with an opinion of my being an w- 
fair difputant (with which title Mr Lauder has 
honoured me) and confequently give lefs cre~ 
dence to this, and my former defences of our 
Enghifb poet. 

Tis true, I afferted (p.6) and here again re- 
peat my affertion, That Paradife Loft was writ- 
ten between the year of Mz/ton’s blindnefs, 
1650, and 1665. By this I did not affirm, that 
he began his poem precz/e/y when he labour’d 
under the pain and misfortune of lofing his 
eyes, but about that time (according to the u- 
niverfal confent of biographers) at leaft defore 
Mafenius was publifhed; and that I thought 
was fufficient, fince the paflages in queftion 
were at the beginning of the poems of their 
refpective authors. Mr ‘ohn Richardfon does 
not fay exprefsly, but only that it was ++ probable 
that Milton did not affiduonfly apply himfelf 

| to 


* Gent. Mag. Aug. p. 364. + Life of Milton, p. 110+ 


to this work till the year 1660. But does this 
argue that Paradife Loft was not begun before? 
Fie might have made fome progrefs in it by 
that time, but being diverted from this great 
work by other writings and obftructions, did 
not apply himfelf to Paradife Loft, and that 
only, till the Reftoration, | 

I quoted Mr Richard, on to prove that Para- 
aife Loft was a&tually thewn as done to Elwood, 
one of Mi/ton’s intimate friends, in ‘the yéar 
1665. It might have been finithed long - be- 


fcribing it. Mr Richardfon mutt certainly be 
in an error to afflert that Milton did not fet a- 
bout this work in earneft til] the Reftoration ; 
for Paradife Loft was undoubtedly a work of 
time : It was no fiathy produ@ion of hatte, or 
the warm flarts and fallies ofan heated ima- 
gination, but of a clofe and well-digefted read- 
ing, folid judgment, and indefatigable labour 
and application, * I¢ jg reported (and there 
are fome paflages in his ft writings to counte- 
nance the tradition) that Myron’ fancy madeé 
the happieft flights in the {pring, and that he 
wrote 

* Fenten’s life of Milton. Edit. 1738. p. 26. 
+ Eleg. 6. In adventum Veris. 

Pallor? an &¥ nobis redeunt in carmina UIT ES 

Lngeniumque mii munere veris adeft. 

Par. Loft. B. ix. v. 44.— Unlefs an age too late, or cold 
amp my intended wing 


Climate, or years, d 
Penteteidy eg 
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wrote Paradife Lof and the bet of ‘his other 
poems, in the {pring and fummer. Now, af- 
ter thefe confiderations, can it -be reafonably 
fuppofed. that an epic poem ‘(which is faid to 
be the greateft work that human nature Is Ca~ 
pable of) could be. brought to perfection be- 
tween the years 1660 and 1665 ? that the great, 
the fublime poem of Paradife Loft was the 
mufhroom produét of five years or lefs!' He 
that can fuppofe. this, may imagine that Rome 
and Conflantinople were built in a day, or any 
thing elfe however abfurd and impoffible. 

But as Mr Lauder has been fo kind: as to 
grant for argument, ‘ that M/ton began his 
** poem in the year of his blindnefs 16 as TF 
cannot but grant him fomething in return for 
thatfavour. What if, againit the whole ftream 
of biographers, I venture to affert that Milton 
began his poem before the Salmafian controver- 
fy? In defence of this affertion, I thall pro- 
duce his own words in an extra of a letter to 
Henry Oldenburg, Anno 16 54.—<—“ Thefe un. 
‘f forefeen controverfies with the adverfaries of 
“© liberty dragg’d. me unwillingly zztent upon 
“< very different and much more delightful fub- 
S* jects *.” Tis to be confider’d likewife 

that 


* Mr Richardfon (from whofe Life of Milton, p. 84. 
J have taken this extract) thinks neverthelefs that at this 
time Adilton was only entering upon his work. I fubmit 
the whole letter to the reader’s confideration———-Mr Lyx. 
der does not deny that AGiton’s plan was form’d in the year 
1654 (the very time that-this letter was wrote, and AZz- 


feni us 
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that Mz/ton was engaged in other writings of 
ereat length and labour, during the time of his 
blindnefs, fome of which he completed. (See 
Wood's Fafti Oxon, Edit, 1721, p. 265). Mzl- 
ton’s blindnefs fubjected him to many inconve- 
niencies and difappointments ; he was oblig’d 
to his friends to read to him, and write what 
he dictated ; the decline of the O/zverzan caufe 
involv’dhim in many perplexities; which, were 
there no other reafons, would perfuade me 
that Paradife Loft was a work of time. 

As Mr Lauder has thought fit to examine my 
account of the era of Mz/ton’s poem, he can- 
not take it amifs if I examine that of Ma/enzus. 

Mafenius is faid to be publifhed in 1654 or 
1661. (Gent. Mag. “fan. p. 2.) — This word 
oR is equivocal, and bears two fenfes, It may 
fignify that Mafenius was publifhed either in 
1654 or 1661, *fwas doubtful which. I obli- 
ged Mr Lauder in fuppofing the former date, 
which I think was no {mall favour ; for 1f I 
had taken the latter (which I might with equal 

rea- 
fenius publith’d) and confequently the words ‘¢ intent up-+ 
‘© on very different and much more delightful fubjects, ”’ 
are only a recapitulation of what goes before, ¢* Now that 
«¢ [| have done with thefe difputes, 1 prepare for other 
<¢ things, I know not whether more noble or more ufe- 
“¢ ful, <c.”? . Thefe paffages can only have a reference to 
Paradife Lof?, wpon which his mind was then intent. ‘hey 
more than hint that the tedious controverfies in which 
Milton was engag’d, interrupted him in the progrefs of his 
poem, and having difpatch’d them, he prepar’d himfelf 
for a more noble work, Paradife Loft, which he refum’d 
again with frefh delight. 
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reafon, as the dates are uncertain) it would 
have funk his conjectures fo low, as to render 
the interval of time very fmall between the pub- 
lication of Mafenius and the year 1665, when 
Paradife Loft was in manufcript, which (as I 
have obferv’d) might have been finifhed fome 
time before. But the word or may 
import that Majfenius’s poem underwent two 
zmpreffions, one in the year 1654, the other in 
1661; and confequently muft be much ap- 
prov’d by the learned. So that among the e- 
nemies of Mzlton, one at leaft might eafily 
have detected him, and attack’d his fame,when 
his poem and that of Mafenius (which was then 
in repute, and the copies not {carce, {uppofing 
two editions to have been publith’d) firft ap~ 
peared in the world ; and fome antiquarian in 
his laborious refearches, out of dear envy or 
pride, might have ftript him of his borrow’d 
plumes. But none of thefe, not even a Den- 
mis, have dar’d fuch indignities to the poet be- 
fore Mr Lauder. 

I am fenfible that it will be objected here, 
that if Mz/ton wrote any part of his Paradife 
Loft before his blindnefs, it was little or no- 
thing ; the firft or fecond books at moft ; fince 
he mentions his lofs of fight at the beginning 
of the 3d book. I do not pretend to fay how 
far our great author proceeded in his work, but 
only that his plan was determin’d, or perhaps 
his poem begun before his blindnefS. Nor can 
this objection determine that the 2d book mutt 


de 
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be the laft that Mz/ton wrote before he was dex 
priv’d of the ufe of his eyes; fince the Hymn 
to Light is not, properly fpeaking, a part. of 
the poem, but only an excrefcence (as Mr Ad- 
difon calls it) and might be inferted afterwards, - 
The 3d book might begin with, 

Now had th’ Almighty Father from above, 

From the pure Empyrean, &c. 
which bears aclofe and immediate connection 
with the end of the 2d book. 

Nor does this lay me open to another ob- 
jection that might be alledg’d, That tho’ ML 
ton might have made fome confiderable pro- 
grefs in his poem, yet upon feeing Mafenzus’s 
performance afterwards, he might copy the be- 
ginning from him. But the exordium of the 
poem (as I obferved f. 8) is a fhort fketch of the. 
whole poem in miniature, and the Hymn to. 
Light only an excrefcence of the poem, which 
might be inferted or omitted at the author’s. 
pleafure ; fo that.if Mz/ton had formed his plan 
and compofed his poem according to it, it was- 
impoffible for him to write his exordium o- 
therwife than he has done, or copy it from 
Mafenius, unlefs he had expung’d his former- 
labours, and begun his poem afrefh. If we 
may judge of Mafenius’s charagter as a poet, 
from the fpecimens and plan that Mr Lauder 
has given us, I cannot think that the fame of 
his poem could f{pread fo far as thefe king- 
doms, or fo quick as to afford Milton the op- 
portunity of taking advantage from it as foon 
as 
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as publifh’d, and therefore, if Mz/ton had ever 
heard of this choice work, it muft have been 
very late, and Paradife Loft almoft finith’d. 
Nor does Mafenius’s poem feem to me to be fo 
very exquifite, nor Mz/ton’s want of art and ge- 
‘nius {© very great, as to oblige him to borrow 
the plan and beginning of his poem from the 
Jefuit. Mr Addifon has beftow’d the ereateft 
encomiums on Mi/fon’s exordium, which he 
never would have done, if it had been botch’d 
up with fome of his own thoughts and fome 
of another’s, or, as Horace exprefles it, 

——— Unus & alter 

Affuitur pannus. 

But if any one will venture to affirm that 
Milton might have wrote his beginning after- 
wards, he may readily fubferibe to the ingeni- 
ous icheme of Gulliver’s feather-headed pro- 
jector, who (to go out of the common road) 
propos’d to build a houfe, and begin his airy 
{tructure at the fof. 

{ proceed now to the next work that Mr 
Lauder has cut out for me, “ To thew how it 
‘¢ fhould happen that the infernal council, or 
“< Pandemonium ; Lucifer’s habit and chariot : 
“the fight of the angels; the excurfion of the 
“< fallen fpirits from bell, became common to 
** both authors.” 

The great Mr Locke judicioufly obferves,* 
that we muft not entertain any propofition with 
greater affurance than the proof; it is built up- 

on. 
* Chapter of Enthufiafm, Seét. I, 
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on will-warrant.——For the evidence that any 
propofition is true (except fuch as are felf-evi- 
dent) lying only in the proofs a man has of it, 
whatfoever degrees of affent he affords it beyoud 
the degrees of that evidence, *tis plain that fur- 
plufage of affurance is owing to {ome other af- 
fection, and not’ the love of truth. How then 
can Mr Lauder expect a direct anfwer to thefe 
flight accufations, to confirm which he can 
bring no folid and fatisfactory proof? Would 
he have me convert a fhadow into fubftance, 
or build a ftru@ure without materials? How 
can I or any oné elfe that never faw the poem 
of Mafenius. be aflured that it contains any of 
thefe heads? Or if it did, can I tell what 
thoughts, words or expreffions are contained in 
thefe out-lines? A painter may with equal rea~ 
fon fhew me a portrait which he had juft 
chalk’d out, and demand of me an exact de- 
{cription of the features and complexion of the 
face, and colour of the drapery. What autho- 
rity does he produce, that. thefe, and the other 
marginal heads he produces in Fanuary Maga- 
zine are really in Ma/entus?—his own. On 
what fufficient grounds is this charge againft 
Milton built? -Why truly, 47s own infallible 
memory and impartiality, of which he has gi- 
ven us tome excellent /pecimens in his writings, 
Are thetfe flight affertions, thefe 2pfe dixits futh- 
cient to fear the laurel that A4z/ton has fo long 
defervedly wore? This gentleman is not only 
plaintiff, but jury and umpire in his ow cau/e; 

and 
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and therefore I would advife him for the future 
to forbear taxing any one with being an w7 air 
lifputant. Vf he would maintain the oppofite 
charaéter, I would recommend thefe lines ot 
Horace to his confideration: 

Volet bec [ub luce vidert, 

. Fudicis argutum que non formidat acumen. 

But under all thefe difficulties, I muft cleanfe 

this dugean ftable, and that.in ¢he dark,.in which 
my antagonift has for good reafons intrench’d 
himfelf, and am conftrain’d to cry out with 
the diftrefs’d Greek in Homer, re 
ZS mbrep, CAAA ov Evor tm’ népos vizs “Aryriay, 
Toinsw 0° aiOeny, 205 2° spSaArpciow ide ut, 
"Ey D2 gazes x, cAecow Thad. P..v.645. 
Yet I will venture, tho’ on fuch wnegual ans. 
unfair terms, to prove that Milton was 10 out 
tator of Mafentus. 

Among the marginal heads in faneary Ma- 
gazine is Concilium inferorum, /ve Pandens- 
nium, the infernal council, or Pandemonium. 

I threwdly fufpec& that the two laft words 
are -a glofs of Mr Lauder’s to fupport a bad 
caufe.——Be that as it will, it appears from the 
word or that Ma/enius has only an infernal coun- 
cil; Milton has one (perhaps not a word of it 
like Ma/enius) and a-+-Pandemonium too, which 
are two things, and as different from each other 
as the grand council of this nation and the par- 

7 hament- 


+ A gentleman informs me that the word Pandémonium 
is exactly conformable to Panete iim, and other words of 


Y 


the like nature in Plutarch. 


Sete a aad SP 


ament-boufe.—But I will not obtrude my own 
words, when I can bring Mi/ton to anfwer for 
himfelf,  « Pandemonium, the palace of Sa- 
“* fan, rifes fuddenly out of the deep [7s that 
“ Copy'd from Mafenius ?] the infernal peers 
** there ft in counci 

Afilten, in imitation of his favourite Homer, 
begins his poem with an infernal council, [I 
fay in imitation of Homer, not of Mafenius. 


Not to be of any &reat length, and (according 
to the place Mr Lauder has affign'd it in his 
marginal heads) | gues ’tis in the middle of 


racters, the fame 

holy writ, Mafenius from the 6th L“Eneid, 
Veftibulum ante ipfum primifque in faucibus Orci 
Luctus & ultrices pofuere cubilia Cure ; 
Pallentifque habitant Morbi, triftifque Senectus, 
Et Metus, &? malefuada F ames, F turpis Egeftas;: 
Terribiles wifi forme, Letumque Labofgue. 

hele feem to be the zxferng erumpentes Fy. 
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ree in Mafenius ; one of which (Dece/t) per- 
fuades Eve to eat the forbidden fruit. That 
thefe are the infernal {pirits is plain from Mr 
Lauder’s tranflation of tnferno erumpentes Fy 
ri@, the excurfion of the fallen {pirits from 
hell, 

But this is wide from any thing that I can 
find in Paradife Loft. Satan indeed, in the 
2d book, paffes from ‘hell to this world to work 
the deftru@ion of mankind, and after the fal] 
of man, $72 and Deg#h 


Following his track (fuch was the will of heav’n) 
Pav’d after him a* broad and beaten way 
Over the dark aby{s,—___. i. 1025, 


Thefe are the only fallen {pirits in Myon 
that make their excurfion from hell. And gs 
yet the beautiful allegory of Siz and Death is 
wholly. Milton’s own 3 for I don’t find that Mr 
Lauder has attempted to wreft that from ‘him. 
Tis hinted indeed that after Sz and Death had 
pav’d the way from hell to our earth 

———— The {pirits perverfe ° 

With eafy intercourfe pafs to and fro 

To punith mortals, ll. 1090, 


And in the roth book, 


————-—- A monument 
Of merit high to all th’ infernal hoft ; 
afing their paffage hence for intercourfe’ 
Of tranfmigration as their lot fhall lead. 
XU. 258. 


ind 
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And again, in Satan’s {peech to the infernal 
angels. | 


A * broad -way now is pav’d 
To expedite your glorious march. 
But whatever be Mafenius’s excurfion of the Fu- 
ries from hell, ’tis different from Mazlton’s both 
in matter (as was prov’d: before) and in cir- 
cumftances ; for in Mafenius it is before the fall 
of man (fee the marginal heads in. ‘fan, Mag. 
p- 26 B.)..in Mi/tor an immedtate confequence ¢ 
it; the former is contrary, the latter exact- 
ly conformable to {cripture. | 
But he [Sgtan] once paft foon after when man fell, 
Strange alteration, Sin and Death amain 
Following his track, &¢. cuit be. LORD’ 
Milton’s fublime genius, only: from a /mall 
hint in the facred or. profane writings, has 
form’d fome very material circumfances. in his 
poem, I fhall only trouble the reader with an 
inftance of each. | 
From two {mall paflages in feripture, 2Cor. 
xi. v. 14. For Satan bimfelf is transformed into 
an angel of light 5 and Rev. xix. v..17. [Jaw 
an angel flanding in the fun, arofe that noble 
and-important circumftance of Satan and Uriel 
at the end of the third book, and ‘which gave 
occafion to the greateft part of the fourth. 
From this_paflage of Virgil 


Striéfifque feges: mucr ombus borret 
Ferrea. Ene xii: 
| Nay 


we a ** 
* Mati. Vu. v. 13. 


Loss, 2 
Nay, from the fingle word /eges our poet has 


ftr uck out a fondle; which neither Phwdus nor 
his fon Homer might bluth to own, 


And began to*hem him round 
With darted {pears, as thick as when a field 
Of ‘Ceres, &c. iv. 980. 


The fame noble genius has extracted from 

feveral parts of {cripture (not taking his eye 
trom the Claflics) the whole allegory of Sinand 
Death; ’tis foreign to my purpofe to point 
them out feverally ; the following patiages will 
fufficiently prove that the excurfion of S77 and 
Death,and afterwards of the fallen angels in M7/- 
ton, are not copied from Mafenius. » And I look- 
ed, and behold, a pale horfe (tee Parad. Loft, 
x, 589.) and ree name that fat on him was 
Death, and Hell (1. e. the powers of hell) fol- 
towed win him; and power was given unto mc 
over the fourth part of the earth, &c. Rev. 
v. 8. By one man Sin entred into the world, aby 
Death éy Sin. Rom. v. v. 12. Many paflages 
in Par adife Loft induce’me to think that A#/- 
ton did not forget the gth chapter of the Reve- 
lations when. he compos’d sini fine allegory. 
—But I forget my talk, Iam not a commen- 
tator but a defender of Mz/ton. 

If my defence was as fhort as Mr Lauder’s 
proofs, that Milton copied | Satan’s habit and 
chariot from Mafenius, ’twou’d be little better 
than’ filence, which beft fuits fuch groundlefs 
cavils, Are not fuch deferiptions to be found 

in 


. {ABO ll 
in the works of the antients ? Homer and Vir 
gil have chariots and habits both of gods and 
men ; Mz/ton might confult them and the other 
poets of antiquity. But granting they have no 
fuch defcriptions, our great poet, who (what- 
ever Mr Lauder thinks of him) is not inferior 
to any of the antients, whofe divine mufe could 
defcribe a creation with eafe and {ublimity, 
could not be at a lofs to furnith the Apoftate 
with a chariot. He might have wrote 


Hich in the midft exalted as a gad 
Th’ Apoftate, in his fun-bright chariot fat 
Idol of majefty divine—— 


tho’ he had never confulted antiquity, tho’ 

Homer and Virgil (much lefs an unnoted Feu 
zt) had never been born.—’Tis a pity MrLau- 

der’s memory, which could fupply him with a 

hundred or two lines at the beginning of Ma- 

Jenius, thould fail-him here ; that we fhould be - 
deprived. of the opportunity of comparing (if 
there be any comparifon between them) theLa- 

tin and the Englifh poets. But this. would 

bring affairs too much into the light (of which 

he is very thy) and confequently his arguments 

would-be eafily feen thro’. 

If Mr Lauder had the luck to prove his af- 
fertion, that Milton has copied from Mafenius 
the Gigantomachia, or, as he tranflates It, the 
Sight of the Angels, he would take the whole 
fixth book of Paradi/e Loft trom him: but this 
he never will be able to do, :till the. has. ex- 
. pune’d 
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punge’d the battle of the [tans out of Hefiod 
and the claflics, and thefe verfes out of St ‘Yohn’s 
Revelation. And there was war in heaven. Mi- 
chael and bis angels fought againft the dragon, 
and the dragon fought and his angels ; and pre~ 
wailed not, neither was their place found any 
more in heaven. And the great dragon was caft 
out, that old ferpent, called the devil and Satan, 
which deceiveth the whole world: he was caft out 
si: the earth, and his angels were caft out with 
hint. 

Our author in compofing his poem has con- 
fulted the Revelation of St Yfohn more than any 
book in holy writ ; from whence (if neceflary) 
I could deduce the revolt of the angels in the 
fifth book of Paradife Loft, and many other 
circumftances relating to the battle of the an- 
eels, I will add this general remark, which 
will ferve as a teft to try the ftandard of Mr 
Lauder’s affertions, that Mz/tez is an imitator 
of Mafenius. In his other charges again{ft the 
Poet he only picks out fome paflages of a few 
lines, which he produces as parallel to others in 
Milton. But he taxes Mzlton with borrowing 
from Mafenius by the lump. We would take a- 
way from him not only the main part of Para- 
dife Loft, viz. the whole exerdium of his po- 
em, the battle of the Angels, Gc. but even the 
whole plan, One would therefore imagine that 
Mafenius’s was a large work, at leaft equa in 
length to Paradife Loft. But Paradife Loft con- 
fifts of twelve books and near 11,000 sens, 
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and Mafenius’s poem, according to Mr Lauder’s 
account, only of five books, and 2500 lines. 

I am furprized that Mr Lauder fhould bring 
this laft injurious,accufation to diminifh the Po- 
et’s reputation ; if he had ever read (which he 
undoubtedly has) the 333d Speéfator before he 
undertook that ungrateful tafk. . I fhall beg 
leave, for the further vindication of Mz/ton, to 
tran{cribe the great Mr -4ddi/on’s words in the 
aforefaid Speciator: ‘* We are in fome mea- 
‘© fure prepar’d for fuch an incident by the de- 
“« {cription of the giant’s war, which we meet 
‘* with among the antient poets, What full 
“¢ made the circumftance the more proper for 
“‘ the poet’s ufe, is the opinion of many learn- 
‘* ed men, that the fable of the giant’s war, 
‘ which makes fo great a noife in antiquity, 
“* and gave birth to the fublimeft defcriptions 
‘“< in Hefod’s works, was an allegory founded 
‘“* upon this very tradition of a fight between 
** the good and bad angels.”’ | - 

The Adamus Exul of Grotius is another work 
that Mr Lauder has produe’d, and on which he 
expects I fhould give mythoughts, ‘ThatMJd7/. 
ton did not intend to tranflate this tragedy I 
have prov’d already, ~.15 ; but that he has bor- 
row’d fome phrafes of that learned. author, I do 
not pretend to difprove,* 


But 


* A gentleman who figns C.B. has anticipated me in 
proving that the quotations from Paradife Loft, in February 
Magazine, might be Milton’s own, without drawing ta his 


affiift- 
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But, neverthelefs, there are fome paflages 
which Mr Lauder has produced:.as parallel, 
that 


affiftance any thought of Grotius’s, or any one elfe. He 
has omitted Nam me judice, &c. which Myr Lauder fays, 
Milton has literally tranflated, and on which he expects 
my opinion. I fhall therefore confider this and MrLau- 
der’s quotations in “fune Magazine, Pp. 286. ”Tis proba- 
ble that Milton has copied this fentence from Grotius. But 
by the way, I mutt obferve, that the thought is not Grot:- 
#s’s-own, he has taken it from 4i/chylus. 


mon cy arrdbasa byw 
Kpsioov yop o'puork FADE Acrpevew wer pees 
Gl UT ph Quvar Lan ricov coyfedor 
TIpope. Aecp- 966. 

Of ‘all the quotations that Mr Lauder has produc’d in f. 
286, Milton, in my opinion, ts obliged to his friend Gro- 
tius only for the four lait, which is fuch a trifle, that none 
‘but Mr Lauder would have concluded on fuch flight 
grounds, <* that Milton was not {o much an original au- 
«¢ thor as he has been reputed.” 

I hall now briefly confider tne other quotations in that 
_page, which will be a fupplement to Mr G. &.’s obferva- 
tions, Gent. Mag. pag. 423. 

Age fi vacabit, &c. GRorius. 
Deign to defcend, Se. MILTON: 
Tis evident that, inthe mutual difcourfe of the angel Ra- 
hael and Adam, that Milton had Virgil's beautiful Epifode 
of the Trojan war in his mind. Here Milton has not imi~ 
tated Grotius, but the requeit of Dido to Zineas to relate 
the particular circum#tances of the deftruGtion of {ray, in 
thefe’ words, 
Immo age, &F a prima, dic hofpes origine, &c. 
fin. th 757+ 
Innominata queque nominibus fuis, Se. GROTIUS. 
Things by their namcs I call, tho’ yet unnam’d. 


MILTON, 
The 
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that might arife purely from the identity of 
the thought, which the-common fubje@ natu- 
rally 


The 11th and 12th books of Paradi ¢ Loft are noted imi« 
tations of the fixth Heid, from whence AMGjiten has imi- 
tated, or rather tranflated this verfe : 


Hee tum nomina erunt, nunc [unt fine nomine terre. 


Ain. Vi.-777- 
Terreftris ovbis reétor, &c. Grorius: 


Offspring of heav’n and earth, and all earth’s lord. 
Mizton. 


This and the following quotations are founded on the com- 
mon fubject, and therefore Mafenius, or any other poet 
that chofe this fubjeét for heroic fong, as Milton and Gro- 
tius have done, might have thefe parallel expreffions, and 
not be thought to copy from each other. Need I quote 
the 26th and 28th verfes of the firft book of Genefis, com 
par’d with Par. Loft, viii. 338, or Oviad’s Metam. i. rer 


Nata Deo atque homine fata. GRorivs. 
Daughter of God and man, immortal Eve. | 
Par, Lofty ix. 29%s 
Emprefs of this fair world, refplendent Eve. ix. 568, 
Sov’reign of creatures, univerfal dame. ix. 612- 


Here again Mr Lauder’s zeal for the Slory and merit of 
Malton, and his high e/teem for that noble poet, appear with 
a-witnefs! I have pointed out where thefe places are to be 
found, to fhew with what labour and diligence he picks 
up thefe three lines from various parts of the ninth book, 
and makes them (what they were never before) fuch clofe 
neighbours. _ If this is fair criticifing, no-writer muft pre- 
tend to call any thing his own. But—the furprifing fhort- 
nefs of Mr Lauder’s memory !— we are told (Feb. Mag. 
p--189 F) that thefe expreffions are copied “from Ram/fay. 
ace p. 1Q. 


A thought or expreffion which we approve, and which 
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rally fuggefted. But, granting that Milton was 
much more indebted to Groftys than he 1s, it 
would not be difficult to account for it, with 
out any injury to our authot’s deféry’d reputa~ 
tion. We are told by Mr Fenton that he was 
introduced to the acquaintance of Grotius by 
Lord Scudamore ; undoubtedly the learned con= 
verfation of two fuch eminent men. as Milton 
and Grotius contraéted a mutual efteem and 
friendfhip.. And (as men are naturally fond of 
their firft produétions) it is not improbable that 
Grotius might make our poet a prefent of his 
tra+ 
is adherent to the fubje€t we are intent upon, ‘frequently 
arifes In. our minds’ and: js repeated in our difcourfe ; it 
proves itfelf to be our own, and not another’s, by the fond- 
nefs we expref for it.—So two of thefe quotations occur 

in other places in Paradife Lo/. 
——-—- Son of heav’n and earth. V. 51Qs 
Daughter of God and Man, accomplifh’d Ewe. iv. 660. 


Thefe and the like endearing expreffions begin almoft eve- 
ry fpeech of Adam and Eve, and are perfectly fuitable to 
their {tate of innocence, and happy imitations of Homer 
and Virgil. If Milton regards one place more than ano- 
ther, I think ’tis the beginning of the fpeeches. of Jupiter 
and ‘Funo, inthe r1ith Atneid. 


O germana mihi atque eadem gratiffima conjux, x. 607. 
— O pulcherrime conjux. x. OIf. 


The defcription of the ferpent is AGlton’s own.———If 
he had intended not to rely totally on the force of his own 
genius, he might have recourfe to Homer, Virgil, Ovid, 
&c. whofe defcriptions furpafs that of Grotius»—_— Milton 
here has follow’d the opinion of the Fathers, that the fer- 
pent mov’d in a more ereét pofture before the fall of man, 
when the curfe was pronounced onhim. Ger. ji. en 
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tragedy, which was one of the amufements of 
his youth, M:/ton might highly value that 
work, not only for its intrinfic worth, but for 
the efteem he had for its author. ‘The moft 
fhining parts of it might warm his fertile ima- 
gination (as thofe of Homer and Virgil did be~ 
fore) which time impaired: not, but improv’d. 
But is a charge or an accufation (to ufe Mr 
Lauder’s own decent expreffions) to be brought 
againft Marlton for this? Are not Taffo and 
Spencer both moderns? Yet Milton has taken 
feveral hints and expreffions from the firft, and 
acknowledged himfelf that the latter was his 
original. _ But.not one of Mz/ton’s moft invete- 
rate enemies ever charg’d.or accus'd him for 
imitating thefe great authors. Vzrgz/ has fome 
lines in common with Lweretius, Ennius, and 
Theocritus, and Hefiod with Homer ; and Virgil 
and Horace are more indebted to Homer and 
Pindar, than Milton to Grotius ; yet we do not 
find that they were calumniated for it, by the 
Baviuss of antiquity. Good fenfe and fubli- 
mity of thought are the fame in all authors, an- 
tient or modern ; their own merit, not their an- 
tiquity, render them fterling: they engaged 
Milton’s efteem wherever he found them, from . 
whatever fource they were derived ; nor did he 
defpife a well-invented novel or fable, tho’ the 
Thad was in his hand. As to Mz/ton’s inferting 
fome of Grotius’s thoughts in the texture of his 
poem, I in fome meature agree with Mr Lau- 
der, asto the matter, not the wanner of his 
pro- 
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proceedings. He «ccufes where he ought to 
commend, If, after the manner of that true 
critic Mr Addifen, his intent had been to illu- 
{trate the Poet, by comparing -his work with 
that of Grotzus, he fhould not only have my 

hearty thanks, but the approbation of the whole 
* learned world, But as his intent and main de- 
fign is to injure Milton’ s fame, and depreci- 
ate his noble and valuable writings, he will 
gather weeds where he expected laurels. 


I am, SIR, Yours, &c, 
Rak, 
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